Introduction
In March 2015, the Sexuality, Poverty and Law programme at the Institute of Development Studies (IDS) brought together over 60 activists, lawyers, researchers and international advocates to critically assess the scope of law and legal activism for achieving social justice for those marginalised because of their sexual or gender non-conformity. Delegates represented a broad range of expertise in the field of sexuality, gender identity, rights and social justice. They included a number of leading lawyers and activists involved in litigating cases of sexual and gender rights in countries such as Uganda, Malaysia, the United Kingdom (UK), Argentina and Botswana. Lawyers and activists shared their experiences of working within this fast developing area of domestic and international law. Discussions also addressed the wider social and theoretical aspects of recent legal developments, contributing to our understanding of the complex relationship between research, knowledge exchange, activism and law.

To interrogate existing assumptions about the power of law and legal processes to affect change, particularly for marginalised communities, by exploring practical experiences from the perspective of lawyers, activists and scholars;  To advance thinking about the relationship between law and sexual rights advocacy by reassessing contemporary legal expressions of sexual orientation, gender identity and other aspects of sexuality;  To document evidence of the impact of legal processes on social and economic marginalisation, including people's ability to access basic services, contribute to their communities and build advocacy efforts;  To broaden traditional academic platforms of engagement by facilitating dialogue between a wide range of practitioners -lawyers, activists, artists and others -to map out opportunities for collaboration and practical options for policy influencing.
The symposium had two main thematic areas. Participants were asked to address their contributions to one or more of the key questions outlined for each thematic area.
Theme 1: How useful is law for attaining sexual rights?
Legal reform is perceived by many to be the most effective way to secure sexual rights and freedom from persecution for marginalised communities in the long term. We are calling for contributions that address:
 The impact of legal action and/or reform on specific communities, organisations or policies;  The benefits and challenges of different kinds of legal action and activism;  Measuring impact;  Legal personhood, the constitution, and the creation of new subjects of rights;  Gender and sexual essentialism in law;  Law as a space of political resistance.
Theme 2: Practical options: what is the scope for joint working to advance sexual rights?
A wide spectrum of individuals, organisations and institutions at a local, national and transnational level are currently involved in legal processes. However, it is unclear how different stakeholders can or should work towards common legal and developmental goals, particularly in hostile environments.
This theme aims to explore the following questions:
 Which community/institutional alliances and linkages have achieved results/failed and why?  What are the barriers and enablers for engaging in legal activism?  What determines impact, who benefits and how?  Who decides which approaches and legal pathways to take?  How can individuals and communities be protected from negative consequences of legal actions?
We are calling for contributions that address:
 Activist engagement in legal processes;  Trans/international and local alliances and solidarity networks;  The role of development actors in supporting legal action;  The role of legal action in challenging social and economic exclusion;  Strategies for reducing risk;  The integration of human rights, development, gender and public health 'silos'.
Symposium format

Crossing intellectual, geographical and institutional boundaries
The diversity of delegates reflected the complex and multi-layered issues addressed by the symposium and the importance of pluralist and context-specific responses to injustice. In her closing keynote speech, Baroness Lindsay Northover, Permanent Under Secretary of State for International Development, highlighted the urgency of addressing these issues at this time: 'This is cutting edge work. It is exceptionally important for some of the most marginalised people in the world, who cannot be who they are, without this work.'
Each day of the symposium was arranged around a broad question, with day one asking 'How useful is the law for attaining sexual rights?', while day two addressed 'practical options for joint working to secure sexual rights'.
Day one of the symposium was opened by Dr Rahul Rao, Senior Lecturer in Politics at the School of Oriental and African Studies (SOAS), with a keynote address that unpacked the relationship between human rights and social justice. Rao identified two broad and oppositional perspectives on human rights: first, that human rights are necessary but require supplementation to fully achieve social justice; and second, that human rights can be counterproductive, as they limit a sense of justice to individual harms and fail to address wider structural injustices.
The question of the utility of law and rights for achieving justice remained a major theme throughout the symposium. Two further emerging questions were highlighted by Dr Kate Bedford, Reader in Law at Kent Law School, in her opening keynote on the second day. The first issue identified was the pressing practical problem of resources -how do individuals and organisations fund their work and what resources -material, psychological and emotionaldo they need to sustain it. Bedford then reflected on the role of development in the context of sexuality and social justice through the question of whether the language of development is a useful means by which to address the issues faced by activists, lawyers and affected communities worldwide.
1.
The space and role of law  Law and legal change cannot bring about lasting change on their own. Instead, law, legal activism and litigation must be developed as part of a wider, sustainable strategy.  While strategic litigation has achieved some success, the decision to litigate should not be taken without consideration of the risks involved -including, but not limited to, risks to security, employment, financial stability or loss of public support.
2.
Dialogues and the use of language within international forums  Terminology such as '
LGBT' (lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender) limits our understanding of the lived experiences of individuals' lives. While pragmatic, umbrella terms cannot accurately reflect the diversity of experience and must be used with caution.  There is a need to extract transgender issues from debates about sexuality and sexual orientation and to identify and address the specific challenges faced by transgender communities.  The use of language implicates broader power dynamics where discussions, debates and legal challenges are often led by external actors -excluding local voices and alternative definitions in the process.
3.
Power dynamics, politics and the state  It is necessary, and in many contexts, vital, to engage with religious authorities and to understand the political and cultural context in which religious authorities operate.

In a situation of material precarity, the use of religion, homophobia and culture for political purposes can leave the queer, or LGBT individual, a convenient scapegoat.  Funders and donor states exercise a great deal of power in international forums and there is a need for informed and analytical engagement with these organisations and states. Even when a domestic or international political and legal system is problematic, it is necessary to identify how best these problematic tools can be used to achieve positive change.
4.
Resources and solidarity  The work undertaken in the field of sexuality and social justice can be physically and emotionally draining, or even dangerous. Organisations require funding, material and political support, information and research, training and other resources in order to continue their work. Local voices need to take the lead in outlining the resources required -and resource-rich organisations need to listen to local partners and to their assessment of their own needs.

The desire to support and show solidarity for LGBT minorities in the global South is counterproductive where there is insufficient understanding of the needs of those located in the global South. Solidarity should not become overwhelming for local partners, or something that leads to their voices being eclipsed.
5.
Representation  The media is a powerful tool when it comes to creating new spaces for marginalised individuals to tell their own stories and to create counternarratives. Thus, media and social media can play an important role in raising visibility and awareness of sexual rights issues. However, the media is also a double-edged sword when it comes to representation -media visibility can lead to danger for those who are suddenly more visible.  Tensions around umbrella terms such as '
LGBT' remain and continue to obscure the diversity and complexity of experiences and behaviour. There is a need to pay more attention to the differences and divisions within and between categories and to ensure that individuals and communities are able to determine the terms of their own representation. Panellists highlighted the ways that religion is used as a form of political and social control, where those in power seek to maintain their authority through an appeal to religious and cultural norms. There is often a close relationship between religion and cultural values, where cultural values are linked to religion as a way to justify the exclusion or mistreatment of LGBT minorities.
Within these spaces, participants also discussed the possibilities for engaging with religious organisations and cultural norms. The law and legal campaigning can play a role in securing justice for minorities -as was the case in Malaysia when a constitutional challenge was brought against the legally and religiously sanctioned persecution of transgender women. Other panellists discussed strategies in which sexual rights cases had been argued by deliberately avoiding cultural or religious arguments, only to find that coalitions of religious organisations sought to re-inject cultural or religious terminology into the debate.
Tensions and challenges:
 The relationship between religion and politics and modes of engagement with religious organisations should not be oversimplified. Even though it may be complicated to engage constructively with religion and religious leaders, it is important to acknowledge the power that such institutions hold in the countries discussed.

The language used in debates around religion, sexuality and gender identity is extremely important. The language of LGBT rights may not always be helpful when seeking legal or social change. Panellists:
This panel focused upon the need for and place of, women's rights in ongoing discussions.
Panellists discussed the role of the law in securing women's rights and improving women's lives. This remains an ongoing problem in two respects: first, in India and elsewhere, the failure to implement relatively progressive law and policies and the disconnect between lawyers and grass-roots communities, acts as a significant barrier to justice. Second, even when implemented, there is a risk that law will re-enforce, rather than challenge problematic norms. For example, domestic violence legislation in Ecuador seems to reinscribe the idea of 'woman' as based within the family and worthy of protection from an irresponsible male aggressor. This is a very narrow idea of femininity and womanhood.
Structural issues have also been highlighted in a recent policy audit in the Philippines, which demonstrated the impact of social and legal marginalisation for urban poor lesbians, bisexual women and transgender men (LBTs). A key finding was the way that poverty and sexuality interact and interplay for urban poor LBTs.
All panellists highlighted the importance of recognising the lived experience of women facing endemic poverty, marginalisation and lack of access to justice, and the way that law and policy can contribute to this. The discussion highlighted the significance of employing multiple strategies to empower women, including through increased collaboration and the creation of networks, and by providing both material and informational resources about access to justice and rights. Panellists noted the way that women and those marginalised because of their sexual or gender non-conformity who have limited knowledge of sexual rights, are less likely to report sexual rights violation, either due to this lack of knowledge or as a result of cultural biases. Thus capacity building around gender, sexuality and rights is vital.
Tensions and challenges:
 Resources. There have been three landmark LGBT rights cases in the Philippines. GALANG believes in pushing for more litigation, but more funding for both LGBT and women's groups is needed to operationalise both activities within communities and legislative advocacy for social protection policies.  Data collection. There is a need for data, including policy audits and the recognition and reporting of rights violations in order for advocates and lawyers to be able to highlight the interplay of poverty and sexuality for marginalised poor individuals and the need for legislative change.
Key quote:
The This panel focused on the current context of LGBT asylum in the UK. Chelvan and Dillane both stressed that this was a context in which litigation had successfully brought about policy change. The current challenge was to ensure that good policies were properly implemented as there remains a gap between policy and practice.
Sexual rights and the British state
After the landmark judgement of HT (Cameroon) and HJ (Iran) v SSHD [2010] UKSC 31,
LGBT asylum seekers can now no longer be returned to their country of origin and told to live discreetly to avoid persecution. However, the removal of this 'discretion test' has led to a situation in which individuals are disbelieved when they claim that they are gay and often face a series of searching and inappropriate questions focusing on sexual behaviours and outdated stereotypes. Some applicants have submitted video recordings of themselves with same-sex partners in an attempt to prove their sexuality.
The Difference, Stigma, Shame, Harm (DSSH) model, developed by S. Chelvan, moves away from specific questions about sexual behaviours to a series of trigger questions that aim to draw out a narrative of difference from a heterosexual norm. Difference is followed by stigma -recognition that within the cultural context, non-normative sexual or gendered behaviour is wrong. Stigma is followed by shame and then harm which is focused towards an individual because of a non-normative sexual or gender narrative. The DSSH model has now been adopted by the UK government.
Also highlighted was the British government's practice of detaining persons claiming asylum on the basis of their sexual orientation or gender identity, which leads to vulnerable individuals being detained in hostile environments where they are subject to homophobic, transphobic and racist abuse. While detained they also have limited access to phones, communication or lawyers for unlimited periods of time and with limited judicial oversight.
Tensions and challenges:
 There remains a gap between policy and practice in the UK -despite media attention, independent investigations and the official adoption of the DSSH model, asylum seekers are still asked searching and inappropriate questions based on outdated stereotypes as part of the asylum process. 
LGBT asylum needs to be placed within both the wider migration debate and within the LGBT community. The challenges of religious organisations who have traditionally spoken strongly on behalf of refugees and asylum seekers requires further exploration.  There is huge untapped potential within the diasporic and refugee communitythere is a great deal of shared experience and knowledge. However, the conversations that often take place do not take these voices into account -this is a serious problem in bringing about policy and political change.  There is a contradiction between the UK's commitments abroad in terms of developing civil society around sexual orientation and gender identity issues and the UK's attitude within its own territory in terms of asylum. Commitments are made overseas to empowering grass-roots organisations, but LGBT asylum seekers are still routinely disbelieved when seeking refuge in the UK. Panellists spoke on the theme of the challenges, benefits and achievements of legal activism through a number of country case studies. In particular, it was emphasised that legal activism can be more than litigation -and indeed, litigation is often one small part of a wider, long-term and sustainable strategy for achieving change. In many cases, litigation or other legal activism was viewed as a stepping stone to wider engagement or further actions.
Which parts of legal
In this regard, a number of panellists emphasised that litigation was often a reactive strategy -a reaction to increased political or legal persecution, for example -or that the decision to litigate was taken only after careful consideration of the possible risks and benefits of pursuing litigation as a strategy. Possible risks include violence and threats to security, risks to jobs or family support on the part of the applicants involved and a wider loss of support for LGBT issues as a result of increased visibility. Nonetheless, strategic litigation has enjoyed success in Uganda, Malaysia and Botswana.
Panellists highlighted the serious negative consequences of persecutory state policies that facilitate violence and censorship of LGBT issues. However, a number of panellists also gave examples of how they had engaged with the state -sometimes by avoiding the language of rights. For example, in Rwanda, use of the language of 'health' at a time when Rwanda was working to position itself as a state with good Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV) prevention programmes, provided the means for combatting the proposed criminalisation of homosexuality and continues to provide protection for ongoing work. In Vietnam,
LGBT advocacy groups seek to work with the state as 'partners' in developing the law -this has implications for the kind of language that can be used in campaigning work; the language of 'family' and 'modernisation' is often operationalised in this regard.
Tensions and challenges:
 It is important to unpack the language of 'LGBT' -and in particular, not to lose transgender under that umbrella. In Malaysia, transgender women were particularly visible and therefore particularly vulnerable.  Control of the language and narrative of a legal challenge is very important, as is the space to tell one's own stories and to disrupt overarching negative narratives. This means that laws that restrict discussion of issues relating to sexual orientation or gender identity -such as the Law on the Protection of Minors against the Detrimental Effect of Public Information in Lithuania -are hugely restrictive to all aspects of campaigning activities.  Litigation must be contextualised as part of a wider strategy -in Uganda, for example, the Anti-Homosexuality Act was struck down as a result of a legal challenge, but the wider ongoing situation is one of increased violence. This panel explored the way that law and powerful institutions respond to and reinforce vulnerabilities. In particular, presenters discussed the general lack of attention to the uneven effects of law on different individuals. For example, the police are often perpetrators of violence against people who sell sex, and this violence is rendered invisible in law as the police are acting in their role as law enforcers. Thus, laws that criminalise sex work at the same time allow the police to act with impunity towards sex workers.
Moreover, law may work to reinforce harmful stereotypes -such as rape myths -or may work through problematic frameworks of natural vs unnatural to legitimise or delegitimise certain forms of sexual behaviour. A narrow focus on the law will often individualise problems that are in fact structural in nature -thereby perpetuating a focus on individual rather than structural forms of violence and marginalisation.
Panellists critiqued the way that agency is often conflated with choice. Instead, the term 'capacity to act' is more helpful in understanding the negotiations that individuals undertake when faced with a limited set of options. In Hindi and Marathi research participants used the word 'majburi', which translates approximately to 'compulsion' and refers to making the best out of a poor situation, when faced with the reality of being lower caste, with no land or education and the daily risk of violence. This session focused on how cases are litigated and used in wider processes of building social justice. Presentations highlighted the way that different legal contexts and cultures can help or hinder progress. In a number of Latin American jurisdictions -particularly Colombia and Brazil -case law has created a series of progressive precedents on issues relating to sexual orientation and gender identity -such as judicial precedents for de facto unions in Colombia. However, these progressive judicial decisions are not uniform throughout Latin America. In a recent case in Peru, the Supreme Court held that gender identity is granted at birth and there is therefore no right to official recognition of changes to gender -even after surgery. This means that the law still plays a role in the regulation and recognition of identities. The often-arbitrary exercise of power by conservative judges regulates how individuals are gendered or mis-gendered in law.
Panellists focused on the way that '
LGBT' needs to be better unpacked in terms of terminology and representation. Transgender people need opportunities for selfrepresentation and spaces to speak about their own issues and the particular forms of discrimination and violence to which they are subject. Moreover, there is a need for more recognition of differences within the transgender community -the different focuses of transgender men and transgender women, for example.
An example of transgender leadership in campaigning can be found in Argentina, which has recently passed a very progressive law that recognises gender identity on the basis of a personal declaration. This means that Argentina is at the forefront of de-pathologised approaches to legal recognition of gender identity. The campaigning around the law was led exclusively by transgender organisations, with legal input and technical advice from other organisations.
Tensions and challenges:
 All speakers gave examples of successful litigation, but emphasised that this needed to be contextualised in relation to effects upon the broader community. Recognition of rights will not immediately solve issues of violence, exclusion and marginalisation.  Even after successful litigation, issues remain -the post-campaign agenda in Argentina is facing backlash in terms of access to work and pensions and in public opinion. Panellists discussed the problems and power dynamics of global-local relationships and activism around sexual orientation and gender identity issues. There has sometimes been an assumption on the part of international organisations that their input will be wanted and needed. This is not always the case. Panellists discussed different strategies in which a decision had been taken to focus on national issues or local problems rather than pursuing litigation with international partners. In Rwanda, for example, activists have recently campaigned against moves to criminalise homosexuality, which framed the issue in terms of the idea that Rwanda is a place where everyone is accommodated regardless of difference. International activists supported the campaign but remained invisible -this was a deliberate strategy to avoid opening themselves up to accusations of 'Western influence'.
This indicates that although there is a role for international organisations, particularly in terms of resources or facilitating networking, the power dynamics of global-local politics means that it is too easy for powerful international organisations to work in front of rather than beside local organisations, meaning that local or national voices are lost.
Representation and dialogue was also highlighted as a key issue by a number of participants. There are multiple conversations and dialogues going on and multiple strands of dialogue within the same space. There must, therefore, be space for recognition of difference within movements. Significantly, panellists highlighted the need for, and barriers to, SouthSouth dialogue and information sharing. This dialogue is currently hindered by issues ranging from language barriers to racism.
 Several panellists discussed the importance of 'humility' from donor organisationsthat is, the capacity to step back and listen to local partners. This is necessary to avoid drowning out national voices and grass-roots organisations. However, it was recognised that the issue may be structural rather than individual, as international organisations have their own pressures and commitments.  Money, resources and funding. It is important to be aware that capacity exists in people, not exclusively in the international sphere and in international organisations.
Resources can be procured and asked for when they are needed, or indeed brought within organisations, but this must be led by those who use those resources and are therefore able to assess their utility.  Ownership matters and thus the question of who owns the idea and who owns the dialogue is central. In whose name are reports written and which voices are heard? Importantly, are those voices treated as the victim or coming in as the expert? Panellists were asked to reflect on two questions:
What does international solidarity look like for you?
Responses highlighted the importance of listening to partner organisations and acknowledging difference, local needs and local leadership. Significantly, there is a need to interrogate who is consulted locally as one group may not always speak for all. This also involves acknowledging power differentials that operate both in international contexts and within organisations -there is a need to interrogate who has power and who is leading conversations. Networking and dialogue was highlighted as playing a significant role in international solidarity -and this is something that donors can contribute to -but it is important to listen to and follow the leadership of local allies at the same time.
2.
What are the risks and challenges of joint working on this agenda and how does your organisation work to address them?
A number of panellists highlighted the problems of power differentials in international solidarity and the need for an intersectional approach that pays attention to different and overlapping forms of marginalisation. These problematic dynamics have been acknowledged and discussed for some time, the challenge now is to move from acknowledgement to implementation, and action that recognises the complexity of lived experience.
One of the challenges for me has been, how do we bring the very nuanced work of our partner organisations in documenting the relationship between legal marginalisation and the everyday experience of poverty, to bear in these international spaces? How do we incorporate this empirical evidence in a way that also pulls weight and can speak to the economic arguments? (Elizabeth Mills, IDS)
Resources remain a significant issue and donors can play a key role in contributing resources and finance. Activists and organisations working on issues relating to sexual orientation and gender identity outside of Europe have specifically identified training and funding as a key requirement. The challenge is that funding is limited and there is not enough to support everyone. Thus there is a need to explore other aspects of funding such as individual, private and crowdfunding, which has the potential to change and re-shape how movements operate.
Tensions and challenges:
 There is evidence of failed global solidarity and the negative impact that this can have: attention paid to Uganda negatively affected LGBT communities in surrounding communities, who had no platform for campaigning.  There are ongoing tensions around support:  The 'who' and the 'we'
The 'how we move forward'  The 'when we respect the next move'. Panellists reflected on the role of the media and social media in bringing about change for
Alternative political spaces: the media and political activism
LGBT minorities. A number of panellists highlighted the way that the media, and particularly social media and social networking can play a role in awareness raising and in creating new, positive representations to counter negative representation in the mainstream media or society. Thus, the media and social media play a significant role in creating new spaces, new forms of visibility, new debates and new narratives.
The discussion also highlighted the way that social media could help to create new networks, and significantly, new alliances. A number of participants highlighted how alliances had been created with journalists, and in some cases, a new generation of journalists has emerged and have moved away from derogatory representations of alternative sexualities and gender identities, to acting as allies of LGBT communities.
However, panellists also highlighted the dangers inherent in media usage. The media can still perpetuate negative stereotypes and in repressive political environments, those who seek to put forward a counter narrative may face persecution. Moreover, increased visibility can bring increased danger to individuals.
Tensions and challenges:
 How can we best deconstruct media to produce alternative spaces?  What are the limits and dangers of media representation? -visibility in the media has security implications that must not be overlooked.
Key quote:
The law criminalises the practice of homosexuality. Participants reflected on the increased focus on the 'economic' or business case for LGBT rights. This is the argument that discrimination is not only harmful to individuals, but also harmful to states and societies as a whole. This argument, with its focus on data and evidence, seems to be gaining increased traction in some international forums. Participants emphasised that the economic case for rights should not be seen as a replacement for other approaches to
LGBT issues, but instead should be seen as complementary, or as another level to, or space for, conversation, analysis and activism. In particular, it may create new spaces for alliances through the recognition that poverty harms multiple groups in society and that coalitions of different groups may have more success in compelling governmental action. The evidence base that is available here can add a great deal of weight to other social justice or rights-based approaches.
Panellists also discussed questions of aid conditionality and foreign aid in relation to LGBT rights. Panellists emphasised the need for more interrogation of the actions of donors and states and for more attention to be paid to the power dynamics of aid and to the politics of aid decision-making and conditionality. For donors, simply threatening to cut aid is unhelpful and can leave vulnerable LGBT communities in a very difficult position. At times, this focus on single issues or groups may put vulnerable groups at further risk.
For activists, there is a need to better interrogate what is said and what actually occurs in the field of aid conditionality and funding. An advantage of this kind of interrogation may be that even if the system of aid and conditionality is problematic, there may be better opportunities for activists to use the problematic tools at their disposal to their advantage -for example, by pushing for equality clauses in bilateral funding agreements.
Tensions and challenges:
 There is a need to think about the different methodologies that can be adopted when making the economic case. In particular, given that there is a demand for more research (from funders and others), how can research capacity be generated in institutions in the global South and through disciplines that do not normally engage with these issues in this way?  Gross domestic product should not be conflated with actually ensuring that people have access to resources. Similarly, one of the key critiques of this form of argument is that it is neo-liberal or demands a neo-liberal policy approach. Panellists suggested instead that this argument could be deployed as an example of market failure to fully use people's productive capacity, with associated costs to society. In these terms, the argument becomes one of the advantages of non-or antidiscrimination laws.  What are the challenges of making a case for socioeconomic rights in a context in which socioeconomic rights are not necessarily recognised or constitutionalised?  It may be challenging to identify the economic effects of homophobia or the relationship between homophobia and poverty in a context in which poverty has multiple and intersecting causes or in a context of extreme poverty. Relatedly, there is a need for intersectional analysis -and to look at people in different situations and identify how poverty is an exacerbating factor. People in poverty are more at risk and are trapped by those very laws that contribute to their poverty and marginalisation. At the start of the symposium, delegates were asked to reflect not only on their work in the present, but also to imagine new ways of doing things, in the future. This is a record of some of those imaginings, here entitled a 'call to action'.
Call to action
 There is a need for a more careful unpacking of the power dynamics of different relationships, including global-local, South-South and within movements. A more nuanced understanding of how these power dynamics operate within relationships and impact upon national and international networks of solidarity is required.  Recognition of the problematic power dynamics of global-local interactions must be followed by the implementation of strategies to address these dynamics. This must include recognition of country-level expertise and ensuring that those best able to contribute to conversations have the space to do so as equal participants and as thought leaders.

There is an urgent need to close the gap between progressive law and its implementation and to ensure that sound, evidence-based policy is fully realised in practice.  Research capacity in institutions and universities in the global South should be supported and developed in order to promote effective research and to develop a strong evidence base for activism and ownership of research output.
The lived experience of marginalisation and poverty perpetuates vulnerability and further marginalises. A more nuanced and intersectional approach to engaging with and acknowledging the lived experiences of those facing poverty, marginalisation or precarity is required as part of a multifaceted and multi-tiered approach to sexuality, gender identity and social justice.  In order to respond to the challenges of social injustices, recognition and creation of spaces for alliances and dialogues that move beyond, or do not fit neatly into a 'human rights' or an 'LGBT' framework are required.  International support for training and funding is key. Resource development, including material and financial resources, research and evidence that can be used to support policy change, as well as political and emotional support during sustained campaigning activities, is a fundamental requirement of those engaged in sexuality and social justice activism. 
Feedback from participants
